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On Williains/Vo ster, resumed 1/20/75 

In bein^j willing to compromise, to accept in settlement out of court less than I 
believe I would receive in court, I anticipate certain btmefits to them aside from a re- 
duced settlement# The reasons I have I do not want you to discuss with V/obster, assuming 
there is to bo another discussion# However, I see benefits to them, too, which has to bo 
the caao in a compromised settlement. There should bo something for both sides or there is 
no reason for both to want a settlement# 

One Ox" these, as I see it, is no publicity# It certainly is to their benefit not 
to have this whole thing publicised - even made a matter of record whether or not it 
receives publicity# 

However, onoe it is certain that there is neither the real)c willingness to achieve 
a settlement nor the possibility of one, all considerations change* It then serves my 
interest to do anything I properly can to win the best possible settlement# Publicity, 
as the practise of lawyers like Williams proves, is one of the means by which this can 
be accomplished, and properly# 

Thus I seo no reason not to do whatever I can to publicize the suit once I file 
it# 1 oan see benefits coming from it, that is, publicity, because the pattern of this 
particular malpraotise aug^^sts that there may have been others# Attention to the suit 
may bring others forward with evidence showing that where the Williams firm had an interest 
other than that of the client, the interest of the client suffered* I kno\/ of a recent 
case where to my knowledge the firm and Williams perscmally were less diligent than they 
could have been in pursuing the client*s interest* 

What I have in mind Is political casoa, but investigation may well show others# 

Of these one I recall is the firm^s representation 0f the CIA and an agent named Haua in 
a case where they actually alleged a national-security ri^t to libel an anti-Gommunist 
fistonian or Latrvian emigre names Heine* This has to bo the kind of horae-shit with which 
wo are only too familiar, particularly in the last S^gOase established it as 

that and worse* With the Williams firm, they ooxmed xne/ judges^ who a fine man of con- 
servativo bent# (And I think he*d be outraged to leaxn it, as he was when he learned about 
Joe Hauh, so much so that lie discussed it openly in front of mo with the Assistant U#S# 
Attorney in cl^ambers#) And what I*m really saying is that as we have seen in our own 
experiences, the reality of the CIA/Paus defense was perjury by I think Helms andjbt its 
subornation by Williams (Honnaly, I think, handled the case with a Ilaryland lawyer)# With 
what we oan faiHy allege as motive, I tliink we can also discover on this and I am strong 
for it if there is, as you indicate and I believed after meeting Webster, no real possibility 
of a decent settlement# 

I would want to do this investigation personally# I think it would bo fruitful and 
I would take to it an experiexioe, background and knov/ldgo that a legal Investigator would 
not# (These kinds of cases are not as unusual as you would think# I gave Bud proof that 
Bailoy and Alch wore doing this behind HoCord^aWck#) However, there also will bo enou^^ 
in this oase to afford an impMsonal investigator, and I think I have ways of finding those 
who owe nothing to the Wllliama firm# 

Webster oan*t know what I have recently learned of ImproprletieB and intrusions into 
my ri^ts and life by his former client, if not a continuing one# When this is all put to- 
gether with my writing and Taft* a culpable and I think viciously galse and prejudicial let- 
ter and the Williams/Taft connections with Warren and what that book and »y subsequent ones 
show, motive will be apparent# Taft told me that Warren and Williams were best-friends and 
that Williams took Taft on at Warren's request# He also told me that the reason he was 
leaving Washington (and ^'abandoning*^ us la a modest representatioa when it was so late in 
partLoular) was to pursue a political career# I don't think I have to pursue this explana- 
tion# And how topical it all is today! 

Here the apparent oampalgn to Whitewash, if I may so describe the pro-CIA effort, 
will bo helpful, nit hurtful to ua# Aside from those who want to end the abuses so the 
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lutalUgenoe aeonoy xlll be that and only that and that more effectively, there are 
those who regard these kinds of abuses as subversive, taid these: are not p^ple of xa41.oal 

Aod there are those who see political benefit in the piarsuit of a legltlnate issue,! 
violation of the rights of Americans* 

(i'll be surprised if the real Williams ollent in the Raus/Heine oase was not the 
same DOD of CIA that is currently under fire.) 

As I think of this as I had no reason to earlier, 1 come to (.onder if there was 
not a ounfliot of interest, one the firm could not reconcile* They represented us both 
at the some time. The Raus oase was long after they took mine and long after nnr 
writing* 

Undoubtedly they hold the view of me and my beliefs and character that has been 
so sarefully propagandised. Vfebster revenlled this to you at the outset* Aside from the 
source of such a view, there is the actuality. Here I tell you something I never had oo- 
oas|ga to, and it la fully documented In correspondence* I rejected the one change I had 
to «gl Whitewash published and that by am major publisher because it mwaM I'd have to m 
charge a oonscloua conspiracy against the Govemment.Without consulting my files'll oan tell 
you and you oan see for yoraelf , I was told that this publisher would be arudoua to do 
the book and it would regard it as a singularly important work if I would go to rsge 138, 
line 4, and rewrite axcund that* I vfas so shocked I can remember this detail from so many! 

Ifeybe a oliont is bullshitting them jind they are going for it about me? 

And maybe they will be surprised to see the proof I have of tliat client's surveillaiicoB 
on me - all very improper if not illegal - at the very tike they represented that client? 

I have to knock off again and start the day's other needs. I've just heard the 
beginning of the 7 a.m* TV news and it has a land of relevance to tiiis one aspect I've been 
addressing off the top of the head* 

There is a package here and it relates to motive with me and the malpraotise* I think 
it will be found to be relevant in the case after wo allege it* There is more than I have 
gone into, another case the WilHajaa firm handled I'll not take time for here but where 
whan the soma interest of the CIA was concerned they were less than diligtjnt in the putw 
suit of the interest of thh notv-CiA client* I have personal knowledge* 

The news this morning (aBC) of ClA investigatioa of ilahtte has a relationship to one 
aspect of its interest in mo. In this area, Maheu leaked what hurt tlio CIA. Tlda ABC did 
ziot say* 

We know that either Webster lied or Taft lied to Webster and Webster honestly 
reflected belief in Tuft's lies* la there any reason to believe that he would not be the 
victim of other such lies if he is liod to? Or that there is not motive for such lies 
within the firm? These are hairy things where the norm oan appear to be paranoidal* How- 
ever, when evidence is presented before a judge or jury, there will be a clear pattern 
and I believe a goftd, clear case* 

Before I stop for the time being, I'd switched to CBS to see if they have more on 
this new CIA stuff* If they did, I missed it, but they did have foxmer Congressman Ander- 
son on the similar practises of tiio FBI (of widoh I know from having lived and worked with 
them and having seen and also been warned by some of them against these practises)* Here 
I remind you as I did in another context recently of the FBI's having done against me ex- 
actly what Anderson says happened to him and dcsorlbed as political tyranny but a atep 
®vay from the Hitler way* X went rit^t to the AG with this nd when the reports reached 
me. He referred it to %oVBr, and Hoover was and 3femalned silent* This,too, is all in 
writing* 

And I'm suing the government? And this firm has at least CIA for a client? 

Vie 'll have to spend, much time on this and Z would want to tape it as part of the 
oral history project in which the universities are interested while you question me. I am 
sure more details will come back then* Tapai xemanber my recent taped interview? iblevant? 
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Re3um(3d again l/2l/75 

One could carry this on for a while but I see no iiaiaediato point* That time will 
come* Before leaving it, however, I would remind you that when it was time to depose a 
whole aeries of OIA people when the -l^emocratic Party was tliis firm’s client and it boi^ 
the added social responsibility of Watergate, it managed not to do what would have em- 
barrassed CIA and helped the party client imneasureably* One of the results is tliat much 
has not yot come to li^t* I have it * By this I mean what 1 have in an almost-compietcd 
manuscript and mor«? that was not i) 0 rtinent to the book* If I have it and witli my limited 
time iind resources could, what does this say for so able a firm, men of their connections? 

Here I do not me^m to accent the obvious, that with the -democrats their client 
they really did Nixon’s work, despite their top-level party connectionso V/hat they really 
did is tlie Clii’s work, bcicauae their major abandonments of tlioir client’s interest were 
in thio aroBo 

Do not doubt for a rainute that I have the proof, for I do© I am also without doubt 
that if and when I read the depositions I’ll come up with much more. Not that I now need 
it for I have more than enough of this in luind. 

Hare there is again the same pattem© They could and should have obtained all of 
this during the disoovcjry process© And despite ray pressing them to discovex* for me, they 
didn’t© I did the draft of the interrogatories Taft filed and prepared the draft of the 
next set in advance© I liave it somewhere© But they never got aiiov/ers© I got H^^rvey to 
get them, and it was quite a haul© Even with incomplete response© Even proof of the cook- 
ing of the transcript of the Pentagon mooting, in writing© I had, in v/riting, pressed 
Taft to do somtitliing when X, xiot lie, discovered this coiruption© Ho merely wrote a pro 
forma letter under my prodding© But if he’d gone to the judge and demanded the atKH 
court rf^porter’s notes it v/ould have been sonu^thing© When it counted, too© Now with a 
firm like Willi;uas’ tiiis kind of perfoiwaice, vath we or with the Bemooruts, can^t really 
be the jioiro© 

V/hy they iovco tliis kind of pditeutiul harm and embari*assraont on themselves may be 
a question tiiat interests, but tlie underlying fact is the important thing. 

I find it hard to believe tliat Webster can bo aware of tlieso things and follow 
his oourso© But v/e have to aosuiao tliat hu* does or ho doesn't cai*e© If he and tlioy wont to 
face those idjids of tilings in court and v/ith a skilled courtroom lawyer luaidling tliat 
port, with what they’ve donci to us I’m all for accomodating them© I’ve given them a reason- 
able choice and Webster has been playing shyster games© 

The CLi is going to bo in the news for a while. They can sf^Jire the hoiidlines. I 
think there will bo headlines, too, despite their connections witii the Post© 

Some of the neglect involved the ^^dokins, another matter I would have believed 
Williams would not want aired in public© There wero times when Lil/and I made ^gecial 
trips to the office, appointments, only to havea an apologetic Taft explain that Williams 
personally had him busy getting draft deferments for able-bodied young men© I believe onoe 
there was a Tennessee quarterback tlioy got deferred when there was no good reason for it© 

And there wore a number of such cases© I tliink this \/ill bo no problem proving© Not only 
because ■‘^11 also remembers it with some resentment but because there will be i^ecords© I do 
recall that Taft seemed embairassed and came as close as he could to telling us he found 
this distasteful but had no choice© I did complain, even about the costs of the trips, 
which in our circuiastances were significant costs when wa liad no income © I tliiiilc the players’ 
association might not be unwilling to be helpful biscause they htiV(3 liad thoir own problems© 

In any event, I do have records of eveiy tine I v/aa there© 
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'i’hey probably have socio logalisins in mind as a dofenae. I doubt that from the 
record any will stand, Thoro were no such problems communicated to us at anyutime, not 
even by Williams poraonally. There did come a time when I complained to him about these 
long delays. 

The aspects that can be very hurtful to them are the political ones and when the 
time comes we'll want to work on thAse with some diligence because from what I now have 
they are going to be influential on judges and juries. To say nothing of the media and 
perhaps some of the official investigators, homcmber, what %us did vrao a domestic opera- 
tion, This affair is now partisan enough to overcome some of the media hangups. It will^ 

I think, be grist for tlio mill of B,-jcer's unhidden ambitions. And where Williams copped 
out on his Democrat clitmts is the same. I add superaonsationally, whether or not he 
knows it. You knovi part because I've told you, but I vjont that to remain secret. Not only 
because I've got it in the draft of tho book, either. 

Here the Post has its own complications, whether he knows that, too.Uerry, who 
knows none of tliia, has seen some of tlie visible signs. When Robert was here Bundaj’ he 
bold me tliat Jerry is starting to cialco a stucty of tliis - has started. Jind 1ms an article 
isommissioned by Rolling Btone.) 

I guoss that what I'm really saying' here is that while we have a good and I think 
solid legal case, tho political aspects are dynamite and that this is not the kind of 
case that should be tried an they teach in law schools. An experienced associate will 
a great tine! (Vfe should novi be looking for one.) 

I am also saying that while in ny ova interest I have been silent about these 
things (no mention in the draf t‘-:of the book) , v/lien silence does not seivo my interest 
I sou no reason for siluiioe. Quito tho opposite. Avoiding embaivassment for them was 
one of tho advantages I saw for thorn in an amjicahlu settlement. Once tliis is iivelovant, 
my interest is best served by tho opposite of silence, 

ApH wlmt tliis also means is tliat there can bo none of tho Bud appi-oaoh to such 
affairs, where ho caatratos himself and Ills client. Silence when silence has its purpose. 
But full vigor when this purpose no longer exists. It seems form what ;?ou report of your 
last mooting with Webster tliat as I felt when I was there, this piurposo does not now exist. 
If you want to assure yourself further, by all means do. But I see no point in it now, 
But^as I wrote you after that meeting, I was satisfied tli^t Webster was unserious and was 
playing games. All this is to say tliat when tho time comes wo try tliis us hard as we 
can and in whato>vor wjiy wo can. Wo fuco> heavy odds aiid thore is no other way to overcome 
bhem. They have wealth, pov/cr and influence, iuid I tliiiik probably over-coal ideiioe. 

You have been tlirough enough with mo to know that when I say I havo sometliing, 1 do. 
People in my position can't otirry fertio bags <aid you linvo aeon often onou^ v.lmt I've 
dipped out of mine, Kven in Tennessee, whore tho odds wore greater- and tlio situation 
m uch worse in every way. But u^iing it with tho effootivonesa I’eciuired also requires an 
UD.oi'thodQX iicilxlliiiti' oi* thu 

Here I j^oss that oho of tho things I'm sajclng is that I'll want to live up to tlie 
billing ''/obstor seons to have gotten on mo. It is not my practise, as you know, I prefer 
to avoid all tho seamy stuff. However, he is giving no no real choice and I'm not a bit 
unid.liing' to do what I must. I moan from tho first moment wo liavo to say a word in public, 
A filing is nublic but I intend to miiko it -as public as I possibly can. In whatever way 
I can, depenkng on the prevailing situation. Tlierc is ho other way to fight this kind of 
O', so against an iidvorsary lilco Williams and the one taste I liad of Webster and his ways 
is absolutely convincing on tliis point. There are other needs to be served ly tliis vigor- 
ous approach. One is that others miglit como forward, fliia Irippena with me often, eople 
do rViAn» me. You know, for example, of CIA types. So willingly that you hoard tho tape 
of the mooting with tho last one, taped voluntarily not cloMoatjaely, You heard and saw 
tho last one wliea \to wore in i%aphio. Wbuld you ever hiive expected that of one in his 
position, with all ho has to loao? Or would you evor havo oxpactod the official who did 
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it for me first to oven meet with mei then to toll no of such witnesses and then to 
accredit me to them, in effect deliver them? T^s can happen hut it can’t without as 
much public attention as I can attract. So, I must do that and I'm prepared to. 

This reminds me a wo ought not overlook getting in touch with Heine's lawyers and 
with ’^eine, who was and may still be in Canada. 

A certain amount inaax matters like this is seat-of-the-pants. It may seen to be 
unthinking bjrt I believe it is subconscious thinking in which the mind, without aware- 
ness draws upon experience of tho past. I think tliat you may find another sample of this 
in what I wanted to do and wrote you about before tho current FBI flap. The relevance 
of that part of my draft letter to tho acting AG is now apparent. Over the years I have 
learned to trust what seems like intuition or instinct but I believe is more. About this 
Williams matter I am quite confident. And I believe that much as we have, we will have 
much more if we go about it tho rij^t way. 

The one wrong way is by-the-lawbook once the value of silence is past. That may 
well be now but if it is, the tine for it is not yet, so I'll continue to be silent. 

If I can attribute what I regard as Irrational Williams' firm behavior to the 
arrogance of power, I am not willing to attribute it to that alone. However, seeing no 
immediate need to understand why, the fact being enough, I'm not going to try to puzzle 
out other reasons althou^ some possibilities are fairly obvious. 

If tliis did not mean so much to me I'd be fascinated and look forward to every- 
thing with joy in the challenge. If there will be none but intellectual attractiveness 
in what lies ahead, I'm not afraid, not intimidated, and expect to win a very good 
decision. But I am persuaded that wo can't handle ourselves the way Webster wants 
us to, I don’t expect to, David doesn't through his sling. He picks up stones, I've 
got a supply and when I need to I'll look for more. 

When you have finished with the law-book elements, lot us have a long talk about 
the others. 


Sincerely, 
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